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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

The Examiner acknowledges the Applicants' amendments to claims 1, 5-8, 11-13, 17-20, 
and 23-24, and the addition of new claims 25 and 26. Regarding independent claims 1 and 13, 
the Applicants argue that Traversat (U.S. Patent No. 6,052,720), as described in the previous 
Office Action mailed 4/7/2004, fails to teach creating at least one image of a device, whereas 
added to each of these claims, the at least one image comprises at least one of an operating 
system and an application. In response, the Examiner presents the U.S. Patent of Haun et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,751,658), which as shown below, teaches creating such an image comprising 
at least one of an operating system and application. The Applicants' arguments with respect to 
the claimed invention have thus been considered, but are moot in view of the following new 
grounds of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 
6,751,658, which is attributed to Haun et al. (and hereafter referred to as "Haun"). In general, 
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Haun describes a method, implemented within a network environment, in which the image of a 
client computer is maintained by a server computer, and provided to the client as it boots from 
the network (see, for example, column 1, lines 44-57). 

Specifically regarding claims 1 and 13, Haun teaches creating a "shared OS image" and 
understandably one or more "shared application images" (see column 4, line 66 - column 5, line 
18; column 12, lines 10-28; and column 12, line 56 - column 13, line 53), which are provided by 
the server to each of the client computers within the network (for example, see column 10, lines 
29-38), and which may be represented within a directory maintained by the server computer (for 
example, see column 12, lines 10-44). These shared images are each considered "at least one 
image of the device," like recited in the claimed invention. Additionally, Haun discloses that one 
or more additional images, such as a "shadow image" (see column 12, lines 33-44) and 
understandably one or more application images (see column 5, lines 59-63; and column 12, lines 
46-55) may be placed within a directory location associated with a particular client computer 
(see column 12, lines 33-44, for example), and may be merged with the shared images in order to 
provide to the particular client computer an operating system and applications that are configured 
according to the user's preferences (see column 8, lines 43-67). The shared images and the 
additional images, as merged together, thus form a customized image that is placed on the client 
computer. This customized image is particularly placed on the device according to what is 
considered an imaging server policy comprising a rule that if the device is known to the server, 
then a particular process occurs to create and deliver the image to the device, whereas if the 
client computer is unknown to the server, then a different process occurs to create and deliver an 
image. Haun discloses that the image delivered to each client computer is based on whether the 
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client computer is known to the server, and on the existing shadow images or applications 
associated with the client computer in the directory (see column 9, line 7 - column 10, line 38). 
Thus in summary, Haun teaches: creating an imaging server policy, wherein the imaging server 
policy comprises a rule that is applied to the device to determine the image to deliver to the 
device; creating at least one image of the device, namely a shared image, which comprises at 
least one of an operating system and an application; placing a representation of the at least one 
image into a directory; associating one or more additional images, namely shadow images and 
application images, to the at least one image; customizing the at least one image to form at least 
one customized image, wherein the at least one customized image comprises the at least one 
image of the device and the one or more additional images; and placing the customized image on 
the device. Consequently, Haun is considered to teach a method like that recited in claim 1, 
which is for placing at least one image on a device, and associating one or more additional 
images to the image based on preselected criteria. A network implementing this method is 
considered a system like that recited in claim 13. 

Concerning claims 2-5, 10-12, 14-17, and 22-24, Haun discloses that a folder is created to 
represent each particular client device in the above-described directory (see folder 690 in figure 
6, and its associated description in column 12, lines 10-44). As described above, the procedure 
by which the server delivers an image to a client computer is representative of imaging server 
policy. During this procedure, it is understood that any images maintained within this folder are 
merged with the above-described shared images in order to create a customized image, which is 
placed on the client computer represented by the folder (for example, see column 8, lines 43-67). 
It is therefore understood that the imaging server policy is associated with this folder in order to 
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determine the image to deliver to the client computer represented by this folder. Such a folder is 
consequently considered a "device object," like recited in claims 2-4 and 14-16, wherein at least 
one policy is associated with the device object, and wherein at least one image is associated with 
the device object. Thus regarding claims 5 and 17, Haun teaches creating at least one object in 
the directory, and associating at least one shared image with the object, whereby like recited in 
claims 10 and 22, associating the shared image with the object comprises establishing a 
relationship with a policy in the directory. Haun similarly teaches creating an image object, and 
directly associating the image object with the device object, wherein like recited in claims 1 1 and 
23, at least one specified image is applied to the device regardless of the rules specified in the 
imaging server policy. In particular, the above-described shared images, as represented in the 
directory, are each considered an image object. As described above, these shared images are 
merged with the images of the client computer folder, i.e. device object. It is understood that 
such a shared image may be provided to the client computer, regardless of if the client computer 
is not known by the server, i.e. represented by a folder within the directory (see column 9, line 7 
- column 10, line 38). As per claims 12 and 24, it is also understood that that at least one rule of 
the imaging server policy, concerning whether a client computer is known to the server, may be 
based on hardware characteristics of the client computer, particularly the hardware address of the 
client computer (see column 9, lines 37-67). 

Regarding claims 6 and 18, Haun teaches creating a boot image, which does not comprise 
the shared operating system images and application images described above (see column 12, 
lines 10-32). When a client computer boots, this image is provided to the device, and is 
associated with the image of the device, namely the shared images, and is also associated with 
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additional images, namely the images maintained within the client computer's folder, in order to 
create a customized image (for example, see column 9, line 7 - column 10, line 38). 
Additionally, Haun discloses that such a customized image, comprising the boot image, the 
device image, and the additional images, may be updated (see column 12, lines 46-55, for 
example). The boot image described by Haun is consequently considered a "base image," like 
recited in claims 6 and 18, whereby Haun teaches: creating a base image of the client computer 
that does not comprise the operating system and applications; associating the image of the device 
and one or more additional images to the base image; and updating the customized image to 
comprise the base image, the image of the device, and one or more additional images. 

Referring to claims 7 and 1 9, Haun teaches creating a customized image, to be delivered 
to a client computer, by merging at least one image, particularly a shared image, with one or 
more shadow images, as is described above. Such a shadow image is understood to be defined 
and maintained as a file set, which is inserted into a corresponding shared operating system 
image in order to create an operating system image customized according to the user's 
preferences (see column 14, line 1 - column 15, line 25). Consequently, Haun is considered to 
teach customizing at least one image by defining one or more file sets, wherein the file sets are 
inserted into a corresponding one of the at least one image. 

With respect to claims 8 and 20, Haun teaches creating one or more application images, 
which may be placed within the client computer's folder in the above-described directory (for 
example, see column 5, lines 59-63, and column 12, lines 46-55). Such a client computer folder 
additionally comprises a shadow image defining one or more user characteristics, such as user 
preferences (for example, see column 7, lines 23-41; and column 12, lines 33-44). 
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Consequently, Haun teaches creating one or more application images, defining one or more user 
characteristics, and associating the one or more application images with the one or more user 
characteristics, particularly by placing the application images into the same folder as a shadow 
file defining the one or more user characteristics. Haun further discloses that at least one image, 
understood to be the above-described shared image, in addition to these application images, are 
mounted on the client computer (see column 10, lines 29, lines 38). Haun is thus considered to 
additionally teach inserting one or more application images into corresponding at least one 
image, particularly to present an image to mount on the client computer. 

Concerning claims 9, 21, 25, and 26, the above-described method of Haun is 
implemented within a network environment, whereby the customized image of a client computer 
is maintained by a server computer, and provided to a client computer as it boots from the 
network (see, for example, column 1, lines 44-57; and column 8, lines 48-67). As Haun 
discloses that this client computer may adopt a variety of types and configurations (for example, 
see column 7, line 49 - column 8, line 42), it is understood that such a client computer may be a 
workstation, a type of computer well known in the art. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record on form PTO-892 and not relied upon is considered 
pertinent to applicant's disclosure. The applicant is required under 37 C.F.R. §1.11 1(C) to 
consider these references fully when responding to this action. Particularly, the Rodriguez et al. 
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U.S. Patent cited therein teaches a method for placing an image on a device, whereby the image 
comprises at least one of an operating system and an application. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Blaine Basom whose telephone number is (571) 272-4044. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday, from 8:30am to 5:30 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cabeca can be reached on (571) 272-4048. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 



Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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